ROBESPIERRE
made some definite proposals. He wanted the traitors
punished, both Committees "purified", the agents of
the Committee of General Security—whom he charged
with disgraceful conduct—dismissed,  and a united
government set up under the supreme authority of the
Convention. It had, however, serious defects. It was
confused and too largely devoted to a discussion of
personal   grievances.   Its   greatest   defect,   however,
which was to prove fatal, was that it failed to name
those whom he accused, except one, whom he should
have   left   in   peace—Cambon.   Truly,   Robespierre
showed more courage than judgment in assailing so
many at the same time. Cambon's financial policy has
been criticized by others and had serious defects, but
he had rendered inestimable services to the Revolution
and was as incorruptible as Maximilien himself. When
Robespierre said: "The supreme administration of our
finances is in the hands of Brissotins, Feuillants, aristo-
crats, notorious scoundrels: the Cambons, etc.", he
committed an injustice which would cost him dearly.
His failure to name—even when challenged to do
so—the five or six deputies whom he considered it
essential to punish for their misdeeds, was equally
serious. His reason may have been that he did not want
their death, but merely wished to make them innocuous
by keeping them in constant terror. If so, then he
greatly miscalculated. They made use of the uncer-
tainty he allowed to float over the Assembly to crystal-
lize the fear and doubt of many of the deputies into a
determination to take no chances. "The very bell on
your table is guilty", Carrier was to say later to the
president of the tribunal that was trying him. So much
had happened, such passions had been aroused, that
who could say with certainty: "He does not mean me?"
It is, however, surprising that in fixing responsibility
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